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Abstract 
Purpose-This study evaluates the connection between Corporate Governance and Value relevance of accounting 
information for firms listed on the Nigerian Stock Exchange. It sought to ascertain the effectiveness of corporate 
governance by demonstrating a link between corporate governance and firm valuation. 
Design/Methodological/Approach-The paper employed the Ohlson valuation model and variants of the model, 
using adjusted R2 as measures of value relevance.  The paper used board, audit committee and external audit 
variables as indicators of corporate governance. The sample consisted of forty-five(45) listed firms over the 
period 2008 to 2015.  
Findings- results shows that accounting information is value relevant on the Nigerian market, however presently  
corporate governance practices does not lead to perceptible increase in the value relevance of accounting 
information.  
Research limitation/implication-this paper provides evidence that corporate governance has not improved the 
quality of accounting information in Nigeria, a result which contradicts the evidence from other countries. The 
Nigerian context implies that indicators of corporate governance quality from empirical literature do not address 
the problem of corporate governance in Nigeria.  
Originality/value-the paper determines the effect of corporate governance on value relevance of accounting 
information, using the relationship of accounting information with share price as indicator of quality of 
accounting information. The implication therefore is that efficient capital allocation will improve if the quality of 
corporate governance is improved  
Keywords: Value Relevance, Corporate Governance, Accounting information, Nigeria 
 
Introduction  
The primary objective of financial statements is to provide information for investment decision making. The 
quality of decision is driven by the quality of information at the disposal of the decision maker, consequently by 
the quality of information contained within the financial statements. The frame work of presentation and 
preparation of financial statement issued by the IFRS (2003) states that the objective of financial statements is to 
provide information as to the financial position, financial performance and changes in the financial performance 
of the entity. Also to enable management render stewardship for their management of entity’s resources.  
For accounting information to be useful it must possess certain qualitative characteristics. These are 
attributes of accounting information which make them useful to a broad range of users. The Framework of the 
IFRS states that information must possess such features as faith representation , relevance, comparability and 
understandability. In order to empirically operationalise relevance, accounting scholarship resort to value 
relevance. It is the extent to which accounting information summarise information that is summarised in share 
values. The higher the proportion of such information summarised by accounting information the stronger the 
value relevance of accounting information, hence the more useful it is to the user from the perspective of 
relevance. 
Financial statement represents the medium of communications between the reporting entity and the 
investing public and a range of users of accounting information. The essential separation of ownership from 
management creates an agency problem, that is an asymmetry of interest between management and shareholders. 
This referred to as agency conflict. One device for mitigating agency conflict is to reduce the level of 
information asymmetry between shareholders and owners. This is attained by the provision of accounting 
information of high quality to shareholders. That is accounting information that captures the underlying value 
generating capacity of the reporting entity. That information must be one that faithfully represents the 
fundamentals of the entity as a value generating business. In order words information that posses the qualitative 
characteristics as outlined in the framework of the IFRS. 
From the dimension of practice, issues and doubts have been raised as to the quality of information 
contained in the financial statements of reporting entities in Nigeria, especially Nigerian listed companies. A 
review of corporate history in Nigeria shows a catalogue of corporate scandals and collapse. Most prominent and 
consequential for the Nigerian economy is the developments in the banking industry. Several commentators have 
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adduced this to poor corporate governance (Sanusi, 2008 
Koh, Laplante and Tong(2007) state that good corporate governance structures create value by provision of 
value-relevant information in the market place. In the light of the foregoing examining how corporate 
governance influence value relevance of accounting information in Nigeria, assumes an empirical imperative. 
The separation of ownership and control in the modern company, the platform for economic activities has 
consequences for the way the firm is organised. Jensen and Meckling (1976) states that this separation results in 
conflict of interest amongst the various stakeholders of the modern firm. The nature of conflict varies between 
the different stakeholders in the firm. In this nexus the conflict between shareholders and management, differs 
from that between bondholders and equity. It also differs between controlling shareholding and non-controlling 
shareholding. The complexion of the conflict derives from the capital contribution and the return each 
stakeholders receives from the firm. Agency theory in the light of the nature of these conflicts categorise this into 
four broad classes: managerialism, conflict between shareholders and management; asymmetric information, 
between large, insider shareholding and minority outsiders, outside shareholders; debt agency, between debt 
holders and shareholders and other agency conflict between managers and other parties interacting with the firm. 
All stakeholders are driven by self-interest, whose unfettered behaviour detract from the efficient running of the 
firm and undermining value creation by the firm. 
Corporate governance exist as a device to address the consequence arising from separation of ownership 
from control (Shleifer&Vishny, 1997). Governance mechanisms can be broadly divided into internal and 
external mechanisms, though interacting in abating the agency problems (Jensen &Meckling, 1976). The internal 
mechanisms include board composition and structure, financial policies, allocation of ownership. External 
mechanisms include takeovers and mergers, managerial labour market and product market (Jensen, 1993). 
Gillian (2006) notes that external mechanisms carry some cost and are limited in effectively dealing with agency 
problems. 
The Nigerian corporate reporting system offers a distinctive environment for evaluating the impact of 
corporate governance mechanisms on value relevance of accounting information. In Nigeria external governance 
mechanisms are relatively weak compared to the US and the UK. Here the market for corporate control is not as 
active as those in advanced markets, and its effectiveness in propelling enhanced board monitoring and taking 
remedial actions in cases of firm failure are not comparable. In this nexus the case for strong internal governance 
mechanisms is enhanced. This study is uniquely placed to address how such internal governance mechanism as 
board structure, audit committee structures influence the quality of accounting information indicated by value 
relevance of such information. 
Extant literature on corporate governance is both expansive and diversed.  (Cohen, et al, 2004). However 
empirical literature focusing on corporate governance impact on value relevance of accounting information is 
largely uncharted. There are no definitive studies that have addressed the way and manner corporate governance 
contribute to value relevance of accounting information, especially for relatively poor corporate governance 
environment like Nigeria. 
Information asymmetries that arise from the separation of ownership from control, can be exploited by 
managers to engage in value destroying opportunistic behaviour (Jensen and Meckling, 1976). Where the 
monitoring of management is weak, due to shareholder atomism or lack of expertise, managers could mislead 
outsiders by the provision of financial information which do not capture the fundamental value generating 
capacity of the firm. Agency theory posit that effective corporate governance can lead to improved financial 
reporting. Functional corporate governance mechanism constrain the opportunistic behaviour of management, 
eliminating the incentive to engage in same. This position is anchored on the fact that effective corporate 
governance enhances the discharge of stewardship by management and financial reports represents the 
communication of that effective stewardship. 
In the light of the foregoing the basic problem which this study seeks to provide answers to is the degree to 
which corporate governance influences the association of firm value with accounting information, that is the 
value relevance of accounting information. 
This study is divided into five sections. Section one is the introduction, section two is review of relevant 
literature; section three focuses on the methodology; section four is data presentation and analysis and section 
five draws the conclusion. 
 
2. Review of Literature 
Issues of corporate governance (CG) have received more attention than it would ordinarily have as a result of a 
series of corporate failures. Corporate collapses like Enron Corporation (US), Barings Empire (UK) and in 
Malaysia cases such as Perwaja and Pan Electric Inc., the bank collapse in Nigeria are all rooted in the lack of a 
proper governance system. Corporate governance has received increasing emphasis both in practice and in 
academic research (e.g., Blue Ribbon Committee Report 1999; Ramsay Report 2001; Sarbanes-Oxley 2002; 
Bebchuk and Cohen 2004). 
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Corporate Governance is the interaction between various participants (shareholders, board of directors, and 
company’s management) in shaping corporation’s performance and the way it is preceding towards. Its emphasis 
is on the relationship between the owners and the managers in an organization. Corporate Governance deals with 
the manner the providers of finance guarantee themselves of getting a fair return on their investment. An 
important theme of corporate governance is the nature and extent of accountability of managers of the business.. 
It ensures transparency which ensures strong and balanced economic development. This also ensures that the 
interests of all shareholders (majority as well as minority shareholders) are safeguarded. It ensures that all 
shareholders fully exercise their rights and that the organization fully recognizes their rights. 
An even broader definition is that corporate governance is the complex set of constraints that shape the ex-
post bargaining over the quasi rent generated by the firm. This definition emphasizes on the appropriation claims; 
it can be expanded to include the complex set of constraints that determine the quasi-rents generated by the firm 
in course of relationship and to shape the ex post bargaining over them. This definition implies the determination 
of the value added by the firm and allocation of this surplus value among stakeholders that have a relationship 
with the firm. 
In consonance with this broad definition, the objective of a good corporate governance framework would be 
to maximize the contribution of the firm to the overall economy, including all stakeholders. Under this definition, 
corporate governance would include the relationship between shareholders, creditors, and corporations: between 
financial markets, institutions, and corporations; and between employees and the corporations.  Corporate 
governance would also encompass corporate social responsibility, including all aspects of the firm’s dealing with 
respect to culture and the environment. 
 
2.1 Corporate Governance and the Value Relevance of Accounting Information linkage 
All public firms issue financial reports, but the quality of the reports differs across firms. In order to enhance the 
integrity of financial reporting, it is required of a company to put in place a structure of review and authorization 
designed to ensure the truthful and factual presentation of a company’s financial position (corporate 
governance).The corporate governance structure should include a process to ensure the independence and 
competence of the company’s external auditors and an audit committee that will review and consider the 
financial statements. 
Corporate governance and financial accounting information are distinct concepts. However, both interrelate 
in the global marketplace. An important aspect of corporate governance lies in the fact that a company seeks to 
safeguard the interests of its financiers, such as lenders, suppliers and shareholders. One way of preserving 
business partners' interests is the publication of accurate and complete financial documentation on a regular 
basis.. Financial reporting is an important element of the system of corporate governance, and some failures of 
corporate governance may therefore be due to inadequate financial reports. On the other hand, some problems of 
the financial reporting process (such as possible lack of auditor independence) may have their origins in 
deficiencies of the system of corporate governance. 
Good quality of corporate governance structures creates value by providing value-relevant accounting 
information in the marketplace (Koh et al., 2007). Better structured governance mechanisms should result in 
better quality financial reporting in the marketplace. 
Shareholders demand financial reporting from managers in order to evaluate the performance of managers. 
However, in the absence of strong monitoring mechanisms on managerial behaviour, managers could mislead 
outsiders by providing financial information which does not portray the true underlying performance of the 
business. In such cases, accounting information is of little use in valuing companies, and no association between 
market price and accounting information would be expected. Corporate governance mechanisms are assumed to 
constrain management opportunistic earnings behaviour and, consequently, to make accounting information 
more credible and relevant to outsiders. 
Corporate governance ensures that financial information presented to outsiders reflects the underlying 
business operations and is not opportunistically biased. A firm’s corporate governance mosaic composed of the 
board of directors, AC members, and institutional ownership, these are mechanism for providing high quality 
accounting information by constraining managerial-earnings management activities. 
The conceptual framework of the International Financial Reporting Standard states that two fundamental 
characteristic of useful accounting information are relevance and faithful representation. Accounting information 
is considered relevant if it has the capacity to make a difference in the decision of the financial statement user. 
The empirical operationalization of the attribute of relevance is referred to as value relevance.  
The theoretical framework for empirical determination of the relevance of accounting information was laid 
by Ohlson (1995). The model specifies a conceptual linkage between firm value and accounting information of 
earnings and book value. There are three fundamental assumptions of the model.  Present Value relations – 
states value of equity is the PV of future dividends discounted at Risk free rate. This is based on the dividend 
discount model (DDM). Clean Surplus Relations – which assumes that any change in book value of  equity 
Research Journal of Finance and Accounting                                                                                                                                    www.iiste.org 
ISSN 2222-1697 (Paper) ISSN 2222-2847 (Online) 
Vol.9, No.2, 2018 
 
73 
must be reported either as accounting earnings or dividends. Linear info dynamics – which imposes a time-
series structure on abnormal earnings (relation btw current and next period earnings ) as linear and stationary.  
The fundamental assumptions of the Ohlson model does not take into account the factor of managerial 
incentive to maximize their personal wealth, their opportunistic behavior that could result to preparation of 
biased financial statements. Agency theory posit that the separation of ownership from control give rise to 
agency conflict between managers and owners. The effect of the conflict is the creation of information 
asymmetry between managers and outside shareholders (Jensen &Meckling, 1976). Extant studies have 
documented resource mis-allocation where users fail to detect poor quality financial reports. Beneish(1997) 
shows that trading strategies based on opportunistic GAAP lead to significant abnormal returns. The mitigation 
of sub-optimal managerial decision making or managerial opportunism can be attained by product market 
competition, where pure market forces are at work, which in practice hardly exist. The implication therefore is 
that governance structures may prove to be veritable mechanism to address managerial opportunism. Corporate 
governance structures as the board of directors, ownership structures, Audit Committee and audit quality may to 
some extent help. Effective corporate governance from literature can be hypothesized as a driving force for 
quality accounting information.  
There are two ways this is attained. The provision of high quality accounting information help check the 
opportunistic management behavior. Accounting earnings are less useful where managers engage on earnings 
management for opportunistic objectives. The existence of effective corporate governance structure may to some 
reduce the misalignment of interest of managements and shareholders. Consequently mangers are less prone to 
acting sub-optimally providing accounting information which captured the value generating capacity of the firm. 
Extant studies Klien (2002) show that discretionary accruals are negative variants of corporate governances 
structures such as board independence and Audit committee. Davidson et al (2005) also show that the likelihood 
of earnings management is negatively related to fraction of non-executive directors and audit committee. Brown 
and Caylor (2006) find that value creation is positive related to two important governance categories of board of 
directors and board remuneration.  
Another channel by which corporate governance drive high quality accounting information is the interaction 
of corporate governance and corporate disclosure, the extent of disclosure can impact positively on value 
relevance of accounting information. Increased disclosure reduce the level of information asymmetry, curbing 
opportunities for managerial opportunism. Studies show that CEO duality in firms lead to less voluntary 
disclosure relative to firms where the CEO is separate from Chairman of the board.  
 
3.Research design and methodology 
The population of this study consist of 45 listed firms in the Nigerian Stock Exchange from the 2009 through to 
2016, resulting in 360 firm-years observation. The choice of listed firms is predicated on the identification of 
share price as an objective measure of value for quoted firms. As enunciated in finance literature, the primary 
objective of the firm is to maximise the wealth of shareholders. For quoted firms wealth accretion of 
management of the firms is reflected in the share prices of such firms. It is also imperative to note that listed 
firms are bound to subscribe to corporate governance code of the Stock Exchange. The agency problem manifest 
in listed firms, because of the clear separation of ownership from control. In the listed firms the various 
complexion of the agency problems can be seen. Firms are included in the sample when they meet the criteria 
listed below. 
• Firms listed in the exchange between 2009 and/or no longer listed as of 31st December, 2016 to ensure the 
availability of the data for the period under consideration 
• Firms not providing consolidated financial statement, to ensure the homogeneity of financial statements 
• Not closing the financial statement on 31 December, to ensure homogeneity of the date of closure and 
relevant consistency with Nigerian Stock Exchange capitalisation 
• That did not provide all necessary information for the analysis 
• Banks and insurance companies as their financials are somewhat different from other sectors. 
 .  
3.1 Model Specification 
In consonance with extant value relevance literature this study employs the Ohlson (1995) model in determining 
the value relevance of accounting information. The Ohlson (1995) model which conceptually links accounting 
information to firmvalue 
The regression model takes the following form: 
  Pit = 0+ 1EPSit + 2BVit + εit     (1) 
where Pit is share price of firm i at 3months after end of accounting year t. EPSit is net earnings after tax per 
share of firm i at the end of year t.  BVit is book value per share of firm i at the end of year t. The use of share 
price  3 months after year end is to allow for the resolution of documented inefficiencies of the market 
(Osamwonyi&Anikamdu, 2002; Osaze, 2007).   
Research Journal of Finance and Accounting                                                                                                                                    www.iiste.org 
ISSN 2222-1697 (Paper) ISSN 2222-2847 (Online) 
Vol.9, No.2, 2018 
 
74 
Governance Variables. 
Corporate governance mechanisms are broadly categorised into two. They are external corporate governance 
mechanisms and internal corporate governance mechanisms. Since all firms are confronted with the same 
external environment, what determines the degree of impact of corporate governance on value relevance of 
accounting information, are the peculiar nature of internal corporate governance mechanisms. To this end we 
focus on board and audit committee characteristics. Our concentration on these is anchored on existing studies. 
Cohen, Krishnanmoorthy, and Wright (2004) state that the preponderance of studies on the connection between 
value relevance of accounting information and corporate governance focus on board and audit committee 
characteristics. We also note that the intensity and potency of external corporate governance mechanisms in 
Nigeria is weak. The market for corporate control is insubstantial. The implication of this is that the kind of anti-
takeover measures put in place in advanced markets like the US are largely unobtainable in Nigeria.  
Corporate Governance variables employed in this study are defined below: 
• Board independence – measured as the ratio of number of independent directors of the board to total 
board size 
• Board size – measured by actual number of persons on the board 
• Board political connection- indicated as 1 if a board member has national award otherwise  0 
• Foreign participation in the board – is coded 1 if a foreigner is on the board otherwise 0 
• Board ownership – the proportion of shares owned by board members relative to the total number of 
shares outstanding 
• Audit committee size – indicated by the actual number of persons in the audit committee. 
• Audit committee independence – ratio of independent AC members to the size of the audit committee. 
• Audit committee financial literacy –measured as the ratio of AC having financial literacy to the size of 
audit committee 
• Big 4 audit (BIG 4) – assigned a value of 1 if the firm uses any of the big 4 audit firm, otherwise a value 
of 0  
• Non-audit fees – proxied by the residuals of the model  of audit fees with size of the sample firms.  
In this study in order to determine how corporate governance impacts upon the value relevance of 
accounting information, we employ the technique of Principal Component Analysis. Following Habib and Azim 
(2006) the corporate governance variable in this study were  grouped into three main classes The three factors 
extracted from the matrix solution are categorised into STRUCTURE factors which represents Board and Audit 
Committee structure. The second category will be that of INDEPENDENCE which captures the independence 
characteristics of both the board and audit committee and lastly AUDIT QUALITY (AQ) which captures the 
audit quality dimension.  
It is the factors scores from the three categories discussed above that are employed in the regression model 
to determine how corporate governance affects value relevance of accounting information.  
Deriving from the above process, the regression model  (1) is modified with the inclusion of the PCA scores 
of the three derived corporate governance variables to give us model (2) 
Pit = α0 + α1EPSit + α2BVit + α3STRit + α4INDPit + α5AQit + εit   (2) 
Model (3) shows the interaction effect of the corporate governance variables in order to establish the effect 
of corporate governance on value relevance of accounting information.  
Pit = α0 + α1EPSit + α2BVit + α3STRit + α4INDPit + α5AQit + α6EPS*STRit+ α7EPS*INDPit + α8EPS*AQit + 
α9BV*STRit + α10 BV*INDPit + α11BV*AQ + εit        (3)The variables in the models above are measured as 
follows : EPS=earnings per share; BV= book value per share;  STR= Board and Audit Committee structure 
factor score;  INDP = Board and Audit Committee independence factor score AQ= Audit quality factor score 
Extant literature show that value relevance of accounting information is affected by fundamental economic 
factors. In order to isolate the effect of corporate governance on value relevance of accounting information, there 
is the need to control for these company specific factors (Habib &Azim, 2008). Company specific factors 
identified in previous literature are profitability, size, growth opportunities and leverage (Collins et al, 1997). 
The regression model shown below captures the implication of the control variables on value relevance of 
accounting information. 
We also employ an interaction model in which the various corporate governance mechanism interact in 
influencing value relevance of accounting information 
Pit=  β0 + β1EPSit +β2BVit+β3Dlossit+β4SIZEit+ 
β5LEVit+β6GROWTHit+β7EPS*Dlossit+β8EPS*SIZEit+β9EPS*GROWTHit+β10BV*Dlossit+β11BV*
SIZEit + β12BV*LEVit + β13BV*GROWTHit + + εit     (4) 
Where : 
• Pit = Share price at three (3) months after end of accounting year;  LEV = leverage is the ratio of 
(short term debt + long term debt/total assets; Dloss =    dummy variable takes a value of 1 if EPS is 
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negative and otherwise 0;  SIZE = is the natural logarithm of Total Assets; GROWTH =is the ratio 
of Market value of Equity/Book value of Equity at the end of the year                       
• The final regression model taking into cognisance the effect of the control variables in determining 
how corporate governance affects value relevance of accounting information is indicated in model 
(4) below: 
• Pit = α0 + α1EPSit + α2BVit + α3STRit + α4INDPit + α5AQit + α6EPS*STRit+ α7EPS*INDPit + 
α8EPS*AQit + α9BV*STRit + α10 BV*INDPit + α11BV*AQ + β3Dlossit+β4SIZEit+ 
β5LEVit+β6GROWTHit+β7EPS*Dlossit+β8EPS*SIZEit+β9EPS*GROWTHit+β10BV*Dlossit+  
β11BV*SIZEit + β12BV*LEVit + β13BV*GROWTHit + + εit(4) 
 
4.1 Empirical Results  
The data used in the analysis consist of 45 firms quoted in the Nigerian Stock Exchange from 2008 to 2015 a 
period of eight years. The sample covers all industries excluding firms in financial industry.   
Insert table 1 
Table 1 provides a summary statistics of firms based on the industry sector class in the Nigerian Stock 
Exchange. The corporate governance and accounting data were collected primarily from the financial statements 
of the sample firms, Nigerian Stock Exchange Fact book and Nigeria Stock Exchange daily price quotation. 
Share price data 3 and 6 months after year end is collected daily from share price quotation. Accounting 
data extracted from financial statements and supplemented by NSE fact book. 
Insert table 1 here 
Table 1above shows the descriptive statistics of the corporate governance variables employed in the study. 
Board size has a maximum number of 16, a minimum of 3. The mean board size is 8.9 and standard deviation of 
2.57. Non-executive board membership has mean value of 5.98 and median value of 6. The maximum non-
executive board membership is 2.02, with maximum and minimum values at 12 and 1 respectively. Audit 
committee has a maximum number of 6 and a minimum of 3, with mean and median values at 5.53 and 6 
respectively. Audit committee financial literacy has a mean and median value of 0.58 an 0 respectively, with 
standard deviation of 0.97. Non-executive audit committee membership has a mean value of 2.12 and a median 
value of 2, with standard deviation of 0.7. and Political connection of board members has maximum value of 3 
and minimum value of 1, with mean and median values at 0.96 and 1 respectively and the maximum and 
minimum values at 3 and 0 respectively 
Foreign board membership has a maximum value of 8 and minimum value of 2, with the mean and median 
values at 2.2 and 2 respectively, the standard deviation has a value on 2.07. Board independence has a mean 
value of 0.68 and a median value of 0.7, with standard deviation at 0.15. The mean board shareholding is 
68.2million shares with median value at 10.02million shares and a standard deviation of 172million shares. 
Audit fee of sample firms has a mean value of N14.16million and a median value of N5.75million, with the 
standard deviation at 28.24million. The Jacques-Bera statistics for most of the variables are high and easily pass 
the test of at 5 per cent. Indicating that we reject the hypothesis of normality for the probability distribution of 
the data. This means that the data are quite heterogeneous, manifesting dispersed individual features of sample 
firms. This heterogeneity is not however manifest in the data for non-executive board membership and non-
executive audit committee membership. 
Insert Table 2 here 
Table 4.2 above shows the descriptive statistics of the accounting information extracted from the financial 
statements of sample firms in the study. The mean EPS of sample firm over the period 2008 to 2015 is 1.98 and 
median at 0.71, with standard deviation at 5.5 suggesting a high level of variability among EPS of sample firms. 
Book value per share (BVPS) has a mean of 8.85 and a median of 4.35, with a standard deviation of 16.04, much 
higher than the mean. The positive value of skewness, suggest data distribution to the right of the mean value. 
Dividend per share (DPS) has a mean value of 34.8k and a median value of 0.12k, with standard deviation of 
119.8k, these value indicate strong heterogeneity amongst the sample firms, which is corroborated by the JB 
statistics, that supports the rejection of normality of data at 5 per cent. Cash flow per share (CFOPS) has a mean 
value 3.17, with a median and standard deviation of 0.81 and 6.21 respectively. The JB-statistics is quite high, 
meaning we can reject the hypothesis of normality. In summary, the data of exhibit a strong level of 
heterogeneity across the sample firms. 
Insert Table 3 here 
Table 3 above shows the correlation coefficient of the variables employed in the study. An examination of 
the table shows that no value exceeds 0.5, meaning that the correlation amongst the variables is weak. This gives 
some assurances that the model does not suffer from the problem of auto correlation. The relationship between 
corporate governance variables in the study and the accounting and control variables are weak. Structure has 
negative relationship with independence, loss, and growth. But has positive relationship with other variables. 
Independence (INDP) has negative relationship with audit quality (AQ), EPS,DPS, CFOPS, BVPS, DEBT and 
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Share price. Audit quality (AQ) has negative relationship with the control variables of LOSS and GRW.  
  
4.2 Analysis of regression results 
The regression analysis is undertaken with the dependent variable taken at 3months after year end, in order to 
take into account the inefficiency of the market. As opined by Dung(2008), using prices some time after year end 
has the advantage of impounding more fully the accounting information at year end. The inefficiency of the 
market demands the passage of time to afford the resolution of the inefficiency of the market in accommodating 
accounting information released after year end. 
Insert table5 here 
Table 5 above shows the results of the basic regression with share price at 3 months after year end (shp1) as 
dependent variable and the explanatory variables as earnings (EPS) book value (BVPS), cash flow from 
operation (CFOPS) and dividends (DPS). In model 1 the results shows the adjusted R2 at 0.532, with F-stat at 
130.6 (p-value=0). This shows that about 53% of the variations in share value is explained by the independent 
variables and the model has good explanatory power. The coefficients of earnings and book value are positive 
and significant at 1%. In model 2 the explanatory variables are earnings, book value and cash flow. Adjusted R2 
is 0.567, that is they explain about 57% of the changes in share prices. Coefficient of the regressors are positive 
and significant at 1%. In model 3 we include dividend as a variable following Brief (2000). The regression result 
from this model shows that both earnings and book value are positive and significant but dividend is not. 
Adjusted R2 is 0.533, with f-stat at 98.7(p-value=0) 
Insert Table 6 here 
Table 6 above shows the results of the regression models 4,5 and 6. These models are variants of model 1,2, 
and 3 in which the corporate governance variables included in the models. Regression results of model 4 shows 
that the Adjusted R2 at 0.54, and the f-stat at 69.16 (p-value=0). Earnings and book value are positively related to 
share price in the presence of corporate governance variables, however they are not significant. Only audit 
quality (AQ) of the corporate governance variable is significant at 5%. In model 5, which is model 2, with 
corporate governance variables included, the adjusted R2 is 0.57, not different from the result of model 2. The 
coefficients of the explanatory variables show that earnings, book value, cash flow and independence dimension 
of corporate governance are positively related to share price and significantly so at 5 per cent. Model 6 is the 
model 3 with corporate governance variables included. Adjusted R2 is 0.54, marginally different from that of 
model 3. The coefficients of the variables shows that only the audit quality dimension of corporate governance is 
significant at 5 per cent. All other variables are positively associated with share price except for independence 
dimension , however they fail test of significant even at 10 per cent.  
INSERT TABLE 7 
Table 7 above shows the result of regression model 7,8 and 9. These models are variants of model 4,5 and 6, 
in which the accounting variables are allowed to interact with the corporate governance variables. The results 
from model 7 shows that BVPS and AQ are significant at 5 per cent, while EP*STR and BVPS*INDP are also 
significant at 5 per cent and 1 per cent respectively. All other accounting variables are positively associated with 
share price do not pass the test of significance. The same applies to corporate governance variables of STR and 
INDP which are negatively and positively associated with share price, but not significant even at 10 per cent. In 
the interaction of the variables, earnings interacting with structure and independence are negatively associated 
with share price. Book value interacting with independence and audit quality is negatively related with share 
price but not significant. The adjusted R2 is 0.62, which quite higher than that of model 1, with f-stat of 48 (p-
value=0) indicating that the model has a goodness of fit. 
The regression result from model 8 a variant of model 2, shows that CFOPS is positively associated with 
share price and it is significant at 5 per cent. Earnings and book value are positively related to share price but do 
not pass the test of significance even at 10 per cent. The corporate governance variable of AQ is positively 
related to share price and significant at 5 per cent. Structure is negatively related to share price, but independence 
is positively related, though both are not significant at 10 per cent. In the interaction of the variables the 
interaction of earnings with structure and independence, is negatively associated with share price but the 
interaction with audit quality is positively related. Earnings interaction with corporate governance variables is 
not however significant. Book value interaction with structure is negatively related to share price and significant 
at 5 per cent. BVPS interaction with other corporate governance variables is not significant even at a loose 10 
per cent. Cash flow interaction with INDP and AQ is negatively associated with share price though not 
significant, while the interaction of cash flow with structure is positively related to share price but not significant. 
The adjusted R2 from this model is 0.63 higher than that of model 2. The results from model 9 shows that book 
value is significantly related to share price at 5 per cent, but other accounting variables are positively related to 
share price but not significantly so. From the corporate governance variables we find that audit quality is 
positively associated with share price and pass the test of significance at 5 per cent. The interaction of earnings 
and with structure and audit quality is significant at 5 per cent. Book value interaction with structure is positively 
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associated with share price and significant at 1 per cent. Dividend interaction with corporate governance 
variables fail the test of significance even at a liberal 10 per cent. The adjusted R2 from the model is 0.63, higher 
than the adjusted R2 of model 3.  
INSERT Table 8 
Table 8 above shows the regression results of model 10, 11 and 12 which capture the differential valuation 
consequences of accounting information in the context of the control variables of LOSS, SIZE, GROWTH and 
DEBT. The control variables are included in the study in order to properly isolate the effects of corporate 
governance on value relevance of accounting information. Extant studies show that firm profitability, size, 
growth and debt are firm specific factors that affect the degree to which accounting information is value relevant 
(Collis, Maydew& Weiss, 1997) 
The results from model 10 shows that LOSS, DEBT and GRW are negatively related to share price and 
significant at 5 per cent, but SIZE is positively associated with share price however it is not significant. The 
interaction of earnings and loss is positively and significantly associated with share price at 5 per cent. There is a 
also a significant and positive association between EPS*DEBT and share price at 5 per cent. The adjusted R2 is 
0.94. The regression results from model 11, reveals that the earnings and book value are positively associated 
with share price, but cash flow is negatively related. However non of the accounting variables is significant in its 
association with share price. For the control variables only size is positive in its association with share price, 
others are negatively related but non is significant in relationship with share price. In the interaction of 
accounting variables with control variables, we find that only BVPS*GRW is significantly and positively related 
to share price at 1 per cent. The adjusted R2 from this model is 0.94 
The results from model 12 shows that no accounting variable is significant in its association with share 
price at even 10 per cent. While earnings and book value are positively related to share price, dividend is 
negatively related. Like model 11, all the control variables are insignificant in relation with share price. Of the 
control variable only GRW is positively associated with share price. In the interaction of the control variables 
with accounting variables, the interaction of book value and growth is positive in association with share price 
and it is significant at 1 per cent. All other interactions are not significant in relations with share price. The 
adjusted R2 from the model is 0.94 
INSERT TABLE 9 HERE 
Table 9 above shows the results of the regression of model 13. The model shows the basic accounting 
information of earnings and book value, together with corporate governance variables and control variables. The 
interaction of accounting variables with corporate governance variables and control variables is also included in 
the model. The accounting variables of earnings and book value are positively related to share price, however not 
significant even at 10 per cent. For the corporate governance variables, audit quality is positive in its relationship 
with share price, but structure and independence are negatively related to share price. The corporate governance 
variables are however not significant in relationship with share price. The control variables are all negatively 
related with share price but are not significant at a liberal 10 per cent level. The interaction of accounting 
variables with corporate governance variables reveal that earnings interaction with corporate governance 
variables are negatively associated with share price but do not pass the test of significance at 10 per cent. The 
same applies to book value and corporate governance variables which the fail the test of significance, though 
BVPS*STR is positive. For the control variables, they are all negatively related to share price however they fail 
the test of significance even at a liberal 10 per cent. The interaction of accounting variables with control 
variables, shows that only the interaction between book value and growth pass the test of significance at 5 per 
cent. All other interactions do not manifest significance in relationship with share price. The adjusted R2 is 0.94, 
with the DW stat at 2.06. 
The regression result from model 14 shows that earnings and cash flow are negatively associated with firm 
value but not significant. Book value is positively associated with firm value and also not significant. 
Independence and audit quality dimension of corporate governance are positively related to firm value but lack 
significance, which structure dimension is negatively associated with firm value and also is insignificant. The 
interaction of accounting variables and corporate governance are positively associated with firm value except for 
EPS*STR, EPS*INDP and CFOPS*AQ, however not one of these interaction is significant at 10 per cent. Of the 
control variables only DEBT is negatively related to firm value and significant at 5 per cent. The interaction of 
accounting variables with control variables also show insignificance in relationship with firm value, except for 
BVPs*GRW and CFOPS*DEBT, which pass the test of significance at 1 per cent and 10 per cent respectively. 
The adjusted R2 is 0.95, with DW stat at 2.11. 
The regression result from model 15 shows that the accounting variables are positively related to share price, 
but are not significantly related to share price. Structure and independence dimension of corporate governance 
are negatively associated with share price but lack significance in this relationship. Audit quality is positively 
related to firm value but fail the test of significance even at 10 per cent. The interaction of earnings and corporate 
governance variables are negatively related to firm value, but not significantly so. Book value interaction with 
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independence and audit quality is negative in relationship with firm value, but interacting with structure, it is 
positive and not significant. Dividend interaction with corporate governance variables of independence and audit 
quality is positively related to firm value, but fail the test of significance at 10 per cent. While the interaction 
with structure dimension is negative and insignificant. All control variables are negatively related to firm value 
but fail the test of significance even at 10 per cent. The interaction of accounting variables with control variables, 
reveal that only the BVPS*GRW interaction is significant at 1 per cent. The adjusted R2 is 0.95, with DW stat at 
2.07 
 
4.3 Discussion of Results 
The value relevance of accounting information is the operationalisation of relevance a primary characteristics of 
accounting information. Value relevant accounting information is an attribute of quality of financial reporting. 
Market based accounting studies have focused on the role of accounting numbers in valuation. A lot of studies 
have utilised the Ohlson (1995) and the Feltham and Ohlson(1996) model with respect to valuation. Callen (2009) 
argues that almost all accounting valuation models are variants of the Ohlson (1995) and Feltham and 
Ohlson(1995,`1996) models. This according to Callen (2009) is motivated by the simplicity with which the 
models can be estimated. 
The Ohlson (1995) model shows that the market value of a share is a function of two bottom line measures 
in the financial statement – Earnings and Book value and other relevant information captured or not by the 
accounting system. In this study the basic Ohlson model is employed to ascertain the value relevance of 
accounting information, as well as variants of the model as revealed by existing literature. The study modifies 
the basic Ohlson model to include corporate governance variables, in order to determine the association between 
corporate governance and value relevance of accounting information. 
From the results of model1, 2 and 3 in which Earnings, Book value, cash flow from operations and dividend 
are explanatory variables for the dependent variable share price at 3months after year end, an overall evaluation 
of the results shows that earnings and book value are significant at 1 per cent in model 1. From model 2 in which 
cash flow is included they are all significant at 1 per cent.. From model 3, in which dividend is included we find 
that it is not significant under the estimation methods at 1%. Our finding are consistent with, Mungly et al (2016), 
Habib and Azim (2008) and Fiador (2010), who document the significance of earnings and book value. 
For corporate governance to be associated with value relevance of accounting information, the coefficient 
of accounting variables in the model 4, 5 and 6 are expected to be positive and significant.Model 4, 5 and 6 are 
variants of model 1, 2 and 3 in which the corporate governance variables which are the factor scores variables of 
STRUCTURE, INDEPENDENCE and AUDIT QUALITY are included. The coefficients of accounting 
information in model 4 are both positive but not significant. In model 5, the coefficients are positive and 
significant, while in model 6, the coefficients are positive and not significant. In order to corroborate these 
results, the adjusted R2 from model 1,2 and 3 are compared with that of model 4, 5 and 6. There is no significant 
difference in adjusted R2 between model 1 and model 4; between model 2 and model 5; and between model 3 
and model 6. We find therefore that corporate governance does not lead to higher value relevance of accounting 
information. We note however that models 4,5 and 6 would not validate or confirm the interaction effect of 
corporate governance with accounting information.  
In order to ascertain how accounting information links up to firm value in the context of corporate 
governance, the measures of corporate governance are interacted with accounting information in model 7, 8 and 
9. These models are variants of the basic model 1, 2 and 3. The effect of better corporate governance should lead 
to stronger relationship between accounting information and firm value (share price). This is determined by the 
coefficients in model 7, 8 and 9. Where they are positive and significant we can infer that corporate governance 
leads to stronger association between accounting information and firm value. In model 7, only the coefficient of 
book value is positive and significant at 5 per cent, while earnings is not. We also find that the interaction of 
earnings and audit quality (EPS*AQ) is positive and significant at 5 per cent. While the interaction of book value 
and independence (BVPS*STR) is positive and significant at 1 per cent. The adjusted R2 of model 7 is 0.62, 
which is significantly higher than that of model 1. The inference is that the corporate governance results in 
stronger association between firm value and accounting information. The results of model 8 is compared with 
that of model 2. In model 8 CFOPS has positive and significant coefficient, but earnings and book value are not 
significant though have positive coefficients. The interaction of BVPS*STR in model 8 has a positive and 
significant coefficient at 5 per cent level. This result is consistent with Habib and Azim (2008). The adjusted R2 
from model 8 is compared with that of model 2, we find that model 8 has adjusted R2 of 0.63 compared with 
0.54 of model 2. The regression results of model 9 is compared with that of model 3. We find that the adjusted 
R2 of model 9 is 0.63 which is higher than that of model 3 at 0.54. The coefficient of accounting information in 
this model though positive are not all significant. Only the book value passes the test of significance at 5 per cent. 
In the interaction of corporate governance variables with accounting variables, we find that EPS*AQ has a 
positive coefficient and it is significant at 5 per cent. BVPS*STR also has a positive coefficient and it is 
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significant at 1 per cent. From the foregoing it is evident that book value relevance is improved by corporate 
governance. 
In order to properly isolate the effect of corporate governance on the association between accounting 
information and firm value, the firm-characteristics in firm valuation should be controlled. As seen in model 10, 
11 and 12 firm specific factors significantly improved the explanatory power of the models. Comparing model 
10 to model 1, we find that the explanatory power has increased from 0.54 to 0.94, while the comparison of 
model 11 to model 2 shows that explanatory power has increased from 0.57 to 0.94 and that of model 12 
compared to model 3 moves from 0.53 to 0.94. The regression results from model 13, 14 and 15 shows the effect 
of corporate governance on the association of accounting information and firm value while controlling for firm-
specific factors. Comparing the results of model 10 to model 13, we find that the adjusted R2 moves marginally 
from 0.94 to 0.945. The coefficient of accounting variables in this model while being positive do not pass the test 
of significance at prescribe levels. Controlling for firm-specific variables does not lead to stronger association 
between accounting information and firm value given the level corporate governance in sample firms. The 
results of model 14 shows also that there is no significant increase in the explanatory power of model 14 relative 
to model 11 after controlling for firm-specific factors. The adjusted R2 from model 14 is 0.94 and that of model 
11 is also 0.94. The coefficient of accounting variables of earnings and cash flow are negative, meaning that 
corporate governance does not lead to stronger association of accounting information and firm value. Though the 
coefficient fails the test of significance at a liberal 10 per cent. The analysis of model 15 and model 12 shows 
that there is no significant improvement in the explanatory power of model 15 over model 12. The adjusted R2 of 
model 15 is 0.944 while that of model 12 is 0.94. The coefficient of accounting variables in model 15 are 
positive but fail the test of significance at 10 per cent.  
 
5. CONCLUSION. 
This paper investigated the effect of corporate governance on the value relevance of accounting information for 
listed firms in the Nigerian Stock Exchange, from 2008 to 2015. The primary motivation of this study is place of 
corporate governance in the Nigerian capital market. Corporate governance has been linked to the spate of 
banking crisis in Nigeria. The quality of accounting information against the back ground of poor corporate 
governance has been queried. Using a sample of listed non-financial firms from 2008 to 2015 we provide 
evidence that corporate governance does to lead to stronger association of accounting information and firm value.  
Using the basic Ohlson (1995) model and variants which include cash flow from operation and dividends, 
we integrate principal component analysis factor of corporate governance variables into the model. We find that 
from the basic Ohlson (1995) we find earnings, book value and cash flow value relevant, but dividends not 
significantly associated with share values. Including the corporate governance variables, we find that earnings, 
book value and cash flow positively associated with share price, but fail the test of significance. The implication 
therefore is that the present state of corporate governance has not resulted in stronger association of accounting 
information and share price. In order to give the findings robustness, we control for firm-specific characteristics 
of loss, size, growth and leverage. We find that these firm specific features lead to stronger value relevance of 
accounting information compared to corporate governance variables. 
The result of this study implies that for practitioners, there is the need to avail other sources of information 
for investment decision making, as the state of corporate governance has not resulted in more value relevant 
accounting information for listed firms in the Nigerian Stock Exchange. The concern of relevant stakeholders as 
to the quality of corporate governance is justified by empirical evidence provided by this study. Consequently 
regulatory authorities and other interest groups must endeavor to improve the quality of corporate governance as 
it has implication for the relevance of accounting information available to investors. 
 
REFERENCES 
Abbott, L., Park, Y., & Parker, S.(2000). The effects of audit committee activity and independence on corporate 
fraud. Managerial Finance 26: 55-67. 
Ahmed M. (2007). ’’Corporate Governance: a new fad or an important development prerequisite?’’ Paper 
presented at the British Council‘s Management Express Forum Calabar, Nigeria. Retrieved from 
http://www.triumphnewspapers.com/ archive/DT02042007/crop25207.html 
Ahunwa, B. (2002). Corporate Governance in Nigeria, Journal of Business Ethics 37, 269 – 286 
Ajogwu, F. (2007). Corporate Governance in Nigeria: Law and Practice, Lagos. Nigeria: Centre for Commercial 
Law Development 
Akosile, A. (2007). Protecting the Whistle Blowerǁ – Thisday August 28 2007. 
Alford, A., Jones, J., Leftwich, R., &Zmijewski, M. (1993). The relative informativeness of accounting 
disclosures in different countries. Journal of Accounting Research, 31, 183-223. 
Alo, O. (2003). Issues in Corporate Governance Financial Institution Training Centre. Lagos 
Amaeshi, K., Adi, B. C., Ogechie, C. &Amao, O. O. (2006). Corporate Social Responsibility in Nigeria: 
Research Journal of Finance and Accounting                                                                                                                                    www.iiste.org 
ISSN 2222-1697 (Paper) ISSN 2222-2847 (Online) 
Vol.9, No.2, 2018 
 
80 
Indigenous practices or Western influences? Journal of Corporate Citizenship (Winter edition) 24: 83-99 
American Accounting Association. (1966). A Statement of Basic Accounting Theory(Evanston, IL: AAA). 
Amir, E., Harris, T.S., Venuti, E.K. (1993). A comparison of value relevance of US versus non-US-GAAP 
accounting measures using Form 20-F reconciliations. Journal of Accounting Research Supplement 31, 
230–264. 
Andreasson, S. (2009). Understanding Corporate Governance Reform in South Africa: Anglo- American 
Divergence, The Kings report and Hybridization, Business & Society. Retrieved from 
http://bas.sagepub.com/cgi/rapidpdf/0007650309332 205v1 
Babalola, A. (2006). The Dwindling Standard of Education in Nigeria: The way forwardǁ, First Distinguished 
Lecture Series, Lead University, Ibadan, Nigeria. 
Bakre, O. (2007). Money Laundering and Trans-organised Financial Crime in Nigeria: Collaboration of the 
Local and Foreign Capitalist Elites WP 07/03 Department of Accounting and Finance, University of Essex, 
U.K. 
Ball, R., Robin, A., & Wu, J. S. (2003). “Incentives Versus Standards: Properties of Accounting Income in Four 
East Asian Countries”. Journal of Accounting and Economics. 
Barth, M.E., Beaver, W.H., & Landsman, W.R. (2001). “The relevance of the value relevance literature for 
financial accounting standard setting: another view”, Journal of accounting and Economics, Vol. 31, pp. 77-
104. 
Beasley, M. S. (1996). An empirical analysis of the relation between the board of director composition and 
financial statement fraud. Accounting Review, 71(10), 443-465 
Beasley, M., Carcello, J., &Hermanson, D. (1999). Fraudulent financial reporting: 1987-1997. An analysis of 
U.S. public companies. Committee of Sponsoring Organizations of the Treadway Commission. 
Beasley, M., Carcello, J., Hermanson, D., &Lapides, P.D. (2000). Fraudulent financial reporting: Consideration 
of industry traits and corporate governance mechanisms. Accounting Horizons (December): 441-454. 
Bebchuck& Cohen. (2004). The costs of entrenched boards. Working Paper. Harvard Law School. 
Bello- Imam, I. B. (2004). Corruption and National Developmentǁ in Bello-Imama and Obadan I.M. 
EdsDemocratic Governance and Development in Nigeria’s fourth Republic 1999-2003. Ibadan CLGRDS 
Bergstresser, D., Philippon, T., (2006):“CEO Incentives and Earnings Management” Journal of Financial 
Economics,vol. 80,pp. 511-529 
Bhat, V. N. (1996): “Banks and Income Smoothing: An Empirical Analysis”, Applied Financial Economics. 
Blue Ribbon Committee. (1999). Report and Recommendations of the Blue Ribbon Committee on Improving the 
Effectiveness of Corporate Audit Committees. New York: New York Stock Exchange and National 
Association of Securities Dealers. 
Bowen, R. M., Rajgopal, S. &Vankatachalam, M. (2003): “Accounting Discretion, Corporate Governance and 
Firm Performance” pp 1. 
Brown S., Lo, K., & Lys, T. (1999). “Use of R2in accounting research: Measuring changes in value relevance 
over the last four decades.” Journal of Accounting and Economics, 28(1): 83-115.  
Cadbury A. (1992). Report of the Committee on the Financial Aspect of Corporate Governance, London, U.K: 
Gee & Co. Limited 
Carcello, J., & Neal, T. L. (2000). Audit committee composition and auditor reporting. The Accounting Review 
(October): 453-468. 
Central Bank of Nigeria (CBN) (2006). C.B.N code of corporate governance for Banks in Nigeria Post 
consolidation. Assessed on March 1st..http://www.google.com.ng/search. 
Cheng, Q., & Warfield, T.D. (2005): “Equity Incentives and Earnings Management” Accounting Review vol. 80, 
pp. 441–476. 
Chang, RD, Shen, W. H., & Fang, C. J. (2008): “Discretionary Loan Loss Provisions and Earnings Management 
for The Banking Industry”, International Business & Economics Research Journal, vol. 7()3, pp. 9-20. 
Chtourou, S.M., Bedard, J., &Courteau, L. (2001): “Corporate Governance and Earnings Management”. 
Retrieved from http://papers.ssrn.com/abstract=275053 
Cohen, J., Krishnamoorthy, G., & Wright, A. (2004).The Corporate Governance Mosaic and Financial Reporting 
Quality.”Journal of Accounting Literature 23: 87-152. 
Cohen, J., Krishnamoorthy, G., & Wright, A. (2002). Corporate governance and the audit process. 
Contemporary Accounting Research (Winter): 573-594. 
Collins, D., Maydew, E., & Weiss, I. (1997).Changes in the value relevance of earnings and book value over the 
past forty years, Journal of Accounting and Economics. 24(1), 39-67. 
Cornett, M.M., Marcus, A.J., &Tehranian, H. (2007): “Corporate Governance and Pay-for-Performance: the 
Impact of Earnings Management” Journal of Corporate Finance, vol. 15pp.412-430. 
Cornett, M.M., Marcus, A.J., &Tehranian, H. (2008). Corporate governance and pay-for-performance: the 
impact of earnings management. Journal of Financial Economics 87, 357–373. 
Research Journal of Finance and Accounting                                                                                                                                    www.iiste.org 
ISSN 2222-1697 (Paper) ISSN 2222-2847 (Online) 
Vol.9, No.2, 2018 
 
81 
Cornett, M.M., McNutt, J.J., &Tehranian, H. (2009): “Corporate Governance and Earnings Management at 
Large U.S. Banks Holding Companies” Journal of Corporate Finance, vol. 15 pp. 412-430. 
Cooper, Barry J., Philomena, L., & Grace, W. (2006).The Asia Pacific literature review on internal auditing. 
Managerial Auditing Journal, 21(6), 822-834. 
Corporate Governance Code of Nigeria. (2005). Lagos: SEC 
Dabor, E. L., &Adeyemi, S. B. (2009). Corporate Governance and the Credibility of Financial Statements in 
Nigeria, Journal of Business Systems, Governance and Ethics; 4 (1) 13 – 24 
Dechow, P.M., Sloan, R. G., & Sweeney, A. P. (1996). Causes and consequences of earnings manipulation: An 
analysis of firms subject to enforcement actions by the SEC. Contemporary Accounting Research (Spring): 
1-36. 
Dike, V. E. (2005). Corruption in Nigeria: A New Paradigm for Effective Control, Africa Economic Analysis. 
Retrieved from http://www.africaeconomicanalysis.org/articles/gen/corruptiondikehtm.html 
Dontoh, A., Radhakrishnan S., & Ronen J. (2001). Information content of stock price and earnings: evidence on 
increased noise in stock price relative to earnings, working paper, New York   University.  
El- Rufai, (2003). Is liberal democracy, encouraging corruption and corrupt practices? the Nigeria Social 
Scientist (6) 2 35- 56 
Emenyonu, E.N. (2007). The Accounting Profession, the Church and the Nigerian State: Change agents for 
National Rebirth. Public Lecture given at the Covenant University Ota, Ogun State Nigeria on June 14, 
2007 
Fox, J. (1998). “The Great Emerging Markets Rip-Off: Malaysia Awakens”, Fortunes, May 11. 
Francis, J., &Schipper, K. (1999). “Have financial statements lost their relevance?”,Journal of Accounting 
Research, Vol. 37 No. 2, pp. 319-52. 
Francis, J., LaFond, R., Olsson, P., &Schipper, K. (2004).Cost of equity and earnings attributes. The Accounting 
Review, 79(4), 967-1010. 
Harris, T. S., Lang M., &Möller, H. P. (1994). The value relevance of German accounting measures: an 
empirical analysis. Journal of Accounting Research, 32 (2), Autumn. 
Hartzell, J. C. & Starks, L. T. (2003): “Institutional Investors and Executive Compensation”. Journal of Finance, 
vol. 58, 2351-2374 
Hashim, M. (2009). Control and Governance - Organisational Performance, Paper Presented at the Half Day 
Seminar on Control and Governance organized under the Internal Audit Education Partnership (IAEP) 
Program with the US IIAInc, 14 February, Kuala Lumpur. 
Healy, P., &Wahlen, J. (1998). “A review of the earnings management literature and its implications for standard 
setting”, Accounting Horizons 13(4), 365-383. 
Healy, P.M., &Wahlen, J.M. (1999). “A review of the earnings management literature and its implications for 
standard setting”, Accounting Horizons, Vol. 13 No. 4, pp. 365-83 
Hellstron, K. (2005). The value relevance of Financial Accounting in a Transitional Economy: the case of Czech 
Republic, Working paper Series in Business Administration 
IASB (2006).Preliminary Views on an improved Conceptual Framework for Financial Reporting: The Objective 
of Financial Reporting and Qualitative Characteristics of Decision-useful Financial Reporting Information. 
Retrieved from http:// "http://www.iasb.org/"www.iasb.org 
Ibru, C. (2008). The corporate Governance Question – Paper presented at the roundtable for Proactive laws and 
Good Governance in Nigeria. International Conference Centre Abuja Nigeria 
Institute of Chartered Accountants of Nigeria. (2008). Corruption a global problem; a communiqué issued by the 
Institute of Chartered Accountants of Nigeria in Abuja. October 2008 
International Federation of Accountants- IFAC. (2003). “Rebuilding Public Confidence In Financial 
Reporting: An International Perspective”. Retrieved from http://web.ifac.org/publications/ifac-policy-position-
papersreports 
International Federation of Accountants – IFAC. (2010). IFAC Comment Letter: Transparency of Firms that 
Audit Public Companies: Consultation Report, [Online] Available: http://web.ifac.org/publications/ifac-
policy-position-papers-reports-and-comment letters/comment-letters#ifac-comment-letter-transp on 
29/01/2010 
Inyang, B.J. (2009). Nurturing Corporate Governance System: The Emerging Trends in Nigeria Journal of 
Business Systems, Governance and Ethics; 4 (2) 1-13 
Ite, U.E. (2004). Multi National Corporations & Corporate Social Responsibility in Developing Countriesǁ: A 
Case Study of Nigeria. Corporate Social Responsibility and Environmental Management, 11 (1): 1-11  
Ite, U.E. (2005). Poverty reduction in resource –rich developing countries: what have multi nationals got to do 
with it? Journal of International Development 17(7) 913-929 
Jensen, M.C. (1993) The modern industrial revolution, exit and the failure of internal control systems. Journal of 
Finance, 48, 831-830 
Research Journal of Finance and Accounting                                                                                                                                    www.iiste.org 
ISSN 2222-1697 (Paper) ISSN 2222-2847 (Online) 
Vol.9, No.2, 2018 
 
82 
Jensen, M.C and Meckling, W.H. (1976) Theory of the firm : managerial behavior, agency costs and ownership 
structure. Journal of Financial Economics, 3, 305-360 
John, K., and L. Senbet, 1998, “Corporate Governance and Board Effectiveness”, Journal of Banking and 
Finance 22, 371-403 
Joos, P., & Lang, M. (1994). The effects of accounting diversity: evidence from the European Union. Journal of 
Accounting Research (Supplement), 141 – 168. 
Kalbers, L.P., & Fogarty, T. J. (1993). Audit committee effectiveness: An empirical investigation of the 
contribution of power, Auditing: A Journal of Practice & Theory 12, 24-49. 
Klein, A. (2002): “Audit Committee, Board of Director Characteristics, and Earnings Management”, Journal of 
Accounting and Economics, 33, pp. 375-400. 
Koch, T. W., & Wall L.D. (2000): “The Use of Accruals to Manage Reported Earnings: Theory and Evidence”, 
Working Paper Series, Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta 
Koh, P.S., LaPlante, S. K., & Tong, Y. H. (2007). Accountability and value enhancement roles of corporate 
governance, Accounting and Finance 47, 305-333. 
Komolafe, B. (2008). Corruption: ICAN call for Whistle Blowing Act; Reduced Regulationǁ 
Krishnan, J. (2001). Corporate governance and internal control: An empirical analysis. American Accounting 
Association Annual Meeting. Atlanta, Georgia.  
Krugman, P. (2002). The insider game.New York Times (July 12).  
La Porta, R., Lopez-de-Silanes, F., Shleifer, A., &Vishny, R. (2000). Investor protection and corporate 
governance.Journal of Finance and Economics, 58, 3-27. 
Larcker, D., Richardson, S., & Tuna, I. (2004). Does corporate governance really matter? Working paper, The 
Wharton School. 
Lev, B. &Zarowin, P. (1999). ‘’The boundaries of financial reporting and how to extend them.’’ Journal of 
Accounting Research, 37:353-385 
Levitt, A. (1998). The numbers game. Remarks delivered at the NYU Center for Law and Business. New York, 
NY, September 28. Retrieved from http://www.sec.gov/news/speech/speecharchive/1998/spch220.txt on 
12/10/2009 
Levitt , A. (1999). Investor Relations Business April 12:2. 
Levitt, A. (2000).Renewing the Covenant with Investors. Speech at New York University Centre for Law and 
Business. Retrieved from http://www.sec.gov/news/speeches/spch370.htm 
Limbs, E.C., & Fort, T. (2000). Nigerian Business Practice and their interface with Virtue Ethics‘ Journal of 
Business Ethics 
Liu, K. C., & Zhang, W. G. (1996). Current Accounting Issues in China: An Analytical Approach. Singapore, 
PRP: Prentice Hall. 
Liu, M., & Lin Z. (2009). The determinants of auditors switch from the perspective of corporate governance in 
China. Corporate Governance: An International Review, 17:476-491 
Loomis, C.J. (1999). Lies, damned lies, and managed earnings. Fortune (August 2). 
Mallin, C. (2003). The relationship between corporate governance, transparency and financial disclosure [Part I], 
United Nations Conference on Trade and Development, Geneva. 
Mayer, F. (1997). “Corporate governance, competition, and performance”, In Enterprise and Community: New 
Directions in Corporate Governance, S. Deakin and A. Hughes (Eds), Blackwell Publishers: Oxford  
McConomy, B., &Bujaki, M. (2000). Corporate Governance: Enhancing Shareholder Value. CMA Management, 
74(8), 10-13 
McMullen, D.A. (1996). Audit committee performance: an investigation of the consequences associated with 
audit committees. Auditing: A Journal of Practice & Theory, 15(1), 87–103 
McMullen, D.A., &Raghunandan, K. (1996).Enhancing audit committee effectiveness. Journal of Accountancy, 
182, 79–81 
Mensah, S. (2000). “Corporate governance in Africa”, paper presented at the Consultative Meeting on Corporate 
Governance in Africa, Kenya, October. 
Meyer, K. E. (2006). Asian management research needs more self-confidence. Asia Pacific Journal of 
Managemnt 23: 119- 137 
Millstein, I. M. (1999). Introduction to the Report and Recommendations of the Blue Ribbon Committee on 
Improving the Effectiveness of Corporate Audit Committees. Business Lawyer, 54(3), 1097-1111 
NAICOM Code. (2009): National Insurance Commission Code of Corporate Governance for Insurance Industry.  
Ngwakwe, C.C. (2009). Environmental Responsibility and Firm Performance: Evidence from Nigeria. 
International Journal of Humanities and Social Sciences 3(2) 
Nmehielle, V.O., &Nwauche, E.S. (2004). External – Internal Standards in Corporate governance in Nigeria. 
Paper Presented at the Conference on Corporate Governance and Accountability in Sub Saharan Africa. The 
George Washington University Law School, Public Law and Legal Theory Working paper No. 115 October 
Research Journal of Finance and Accounting                                                                                                                                    www.iiste.org 
ISSN 2222-1697 (Paper) ISSN 2222-2847 (Online) 
Vol.9, No.2, 2018 
 
83 
29, 2004. 
Okeahalam, C.C., &Akinboade, O.A. (2003). A review of Corporate governance in Africa: Literature issues and 
challenges. Paper Presented to the Global Corporate Governance Forum 15 June 2003. pp 1-34 
Okike, E.N.M. (2007). Corporate Governance in Nigeria: The Status quo, Corporate Governance (15) 2 173-193 
Okuaru. (2006). EFCC raises Alarm over Money laundering, The Guardian March 2 
Oman, C. P. (2001). “Corporate Governance and National Development”,  An outgrowth of the OECD  
Development Centre s Experts Workshop in 2000 and Informal Policy Dialogue in 2001 sponsored in part by 
CIPE.  
Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD). (1998). Principles of Corporate 
Governance, Paris: OECD Publication Services. 
Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD). (1999). Principles of Corporate 
Governance, Paris: OECD Publication Services. 
Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD). (2004). Principles of Corporate 
Governance, Paris: OECD Publication Services. 
Osamwonyi,I.O and Anikamdu, M.O (2002). The Nigerian stock market, efficient market hypothesis and run test. 
Nigerian Journal of Business Administration 4:30-53 
Osaze, E.B. (2007). The Nigerian Capital Market in the African and Global Financial System. Bofic Consulting 
Group. 
Osma, B. G., &Noguer, B. G. (2007). The Effect of the Board Composition and its Monitoring Committees on 
Earnings Management: Evidence from Spain. Corporate Governance An International Review, 15(6), 1413-
1428. Retrieved from http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8683.2007.00654.x 
Oyejide, T.A., &Soyibo, A. (2001). A paper presented at the conference on Corporate Governance Accra Ghana 
29-30 January 2001. 
PENCOM Code. (2008). National Pension Commission Code of Corporate Governance for Licensed Pension 
operators. Retrieved from wwwpencomgovng 
Ponnu, Cyril, H. (2008). Corporate Governance Structures and the Performance of Malaysian Public Listed 
Companies, International Review of Business Research Paper. 4(2):217-230. 
Public Oversight Board (POB). (1993). Issues Confronting the Accounting Profession. Stamford, CT. 
Ramesh, K., &Thiagarajan, R. (1995). “Inter-temporal decline in earnings response coefficients. Working paper, 
Northwestern University, Evanston, IL.  
Ramsay, I. (2001). Ramsay Report. Independence of Australian company auditors: Review of current Australian 
requirements and proposals for reform.  Retrieved from http//www.treasury.gov.au. 
Rask, R., Chu, D., &Gottschang, I. (1998).“Institutional Change in Transition Economies: The case of 
Accounting in China”, Comparative Economic Studies. 
Rezaee, Z. (2005). Causes, consequences, and deterrence of financial statement fraud.Critical Perspective on 
Accounting, 16, 277-298. 
Rezaee, Z. (2009). The Role of Internal Auditors in Corporate Governance, Paper Presented at the PhD 
Colloquium organized by Faculty of Business and Accountancy, 4 June, Kuala Lumpur. 
Roe,M. J. (2003). Political determinations of corporate governance: Political context, corporate impact, Oxford , 
U.K. Oxford University Press. 
Roodposhti, F.R., &Chasmi, S. A. (2011): “Impact of Corporate Governance Mechanism on Earnings 
Management”, African Journal of Business Management, vol. 5 (11), pp.4143-4151, Retrieved from 
http://www.academicjournals.org/AJBM 
Saliu, H.A., &Aremu, F.A (2004). A critical Analysis of the Anti- Corruption Crusade in Nigeria‘ Political 
Science Review 3 (5). 
Sanusi, L.S. (2010). Reporting, Regulation and Risks management: Repositioning the Nigerian Financial 
Systemǁ Keynote Address by governor of the Central Bank of Nigeria Lagos Nigeria. January 7, 2010. 
Sarbanes, P., & Oxley, M. (2002). Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002. Washington, DC : U.S. Congress. 
Securities and Exchange commission. (2002). Pitt seeks review of corporate governance, conduct codes. Press 
release. February 13. Washington, D. C.: SEC. 
Security and Exchange Commission– SEC. (2003). Code of Corporate Governance in Nigeria. 
Shah, S.Z., Zafar, N., &Durrani, T.K. (2009): “Board Composition and Earnings Management: an Emperical 
Evidence from Pakistani Listed Companies” Middle Eastern Finance and Commerce, pp.28-38. 
Shehu, U. H. (2011). Determinants of Financial Reporting Quality: An Indepth Study of Firm Structure, Journal 
of Modern Accounting and Auditing (U.S.A), 2(4): 54-76 ISSN: 1548-6583 
Shleifer, A., &Vishney, R. (1997).A Survey of Corporate Governance.Journal of Finance, 52, 737-783. 
Statement of Financial Accounting Concepts No. 5, Recognition and Measurement in Financial Statements of 
Business Enterprises. Norwalk, CT: FASB 
Stiles, Philip. (1998). The roles and responsibilities of boards of directors in large UK companies. PhD thesis. 
Research Journal of Finance and Accounting                                                                                                                                    www.iiste.org 
ISSN 2222-1697 (Paper) ISSN 2222-2847 (Online) 
Vol.9, No.2, 2018 
 
84 
University of London, UK. 
The Business Roundtable. (2002). Principles of Corporate Governance. Washington, D.C. Retrieved from 
www.brt.org 
The UK Corporate Governance Code. (September 2012). 
Thisday. (2009). Nigeria: Banking Crisis - NDIC admits Regulatory Lapses October 30, 2009 
Tomori, O. (2010). Whither Nigeria? Or Whither, University of Lagos Convocation lecture delivered on January 
13 at the Main Auditorium, University of Lagos, Akoka, Lagos, Nigeria. 
Tukur, M. (1999). Leadership and Governance in Nigeria: The Relevance of values. London: Hudahuba/ 
Hodder& Stoughton. 
Visser, W. (2006). Revisiting Carroll‘s CSR Pyramid, in: Predersen E.R. &Huniche, M (eds), Corporate 
Citizenship in Developing Countries, The Copenhagen Centre. 
Warfield, T.D., Wild, J.J., & Wild, K.L. (1995): “Managerial Ownership, Accounting Choices, and 
Informativeness of Earnings”, Journal of Accounting and Economics, vol. 20, pp. 61-91. 
Weisbach, M. (1988): “Outside Directors and CEO Turnover” Journal of Financial Economics, vol. 20: pp.431-
460 
Wilson, I. (2006). Regulatory and Institutional Challenges of Corporate Governance in Nigeria Post Banking 
Consolidation. Economic Indicators Nigerian Economic Summit Group (NESG) April – June 2006 
World Bank. (2009). World Development Report. World Bank Group 
Wu, M. (2002). Earnings restatements: A capital market perspective. Working paper, New York University. 
Xie, B., Davidson, W.N. III &DaDalt, P.J. (2003). “Earnings management and corporate governance: the roles of 
the board and the audit committee”, Journal of Corporate Finance, Vol. 9, pp. 295-314. 
Yermack, D. (1996). Higher market valuation of companies with a small board of directors. Journal of Financial 
Economics 40: 185-212. 
Yinusa, M.A., &Adeoye, M.N. (2006), Religious value: A Panacea to corruption in Nigeriaǁ Ijagun journal of 
social and management Science 1 (1) 1-14 
Yuan, J., & Yuan, C. (2007). How to improve China’s enterprise internal control system: based on the 
perspective of corporate governance. The Business Review, 7(2), 91-97. The UK Corporate Governance 
Code (September 2012) 
Zekeri, M. (2008). Church is the key to corruption-free Nigeriaǁ reported by Ogunlade A. in The Nation on May 
4, 2008. 
Zhu, Y., &Tian, G. G. (2009): “CEO Pay-Performance and Board Independence: The Impact of Earnings 
Management in China”. 
 
APPENDICES 
Table 1 
   Mean  Median  Maximum  MIN  Std. Dev. J-B Prob 
BDSIZE 8.862573 9 16 3 2.474824 12.23 0.0022 
NEXBD 5.982456 6 12 1 2.023248 5.11 0.0778 
BDSH 68,208,044 10,016,569 1,050,000,000 31,679 172,000,000 3921.00 0 
AUDCOM 5.538012 6 6 3 0.973258 72.45 0 
ACFL 0.584795 0 7 0 0.961183 1381.11 0 
EXAUDCOM 0.652047 1 3 0 0.630583 15.69 0.0004 
NEXAUDCOM 2.128655 2 4 0 0.758798 4.80 0.0909 
POLCON 0.961988 1 3 0 1.008041 31.38 0 
FRGBDM 2.207602 2 8 0 2.077854 29.19 0 
BDSHP 9.259854 1.595 80.31 0 18.07183 994.12 0 
BIND 0.681608 0.7 0.9 0.09 0.155801 30.40 0 
AUDFEE 14,162,818 5,750,000 200,000,000 2,450 28,245,326 8.76 0 
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Table 2 
  EPS DPS CFOPS BVPS 
 Mean 1.984481 34.80058 3.166017 8.8544 
 Median 0.707808 0.117008 0.813454 4.35164 
 Maximum 51.32742 993.1865 45.68133 226.49 
 Minimum -19.97465 0 -9.902525 -34.039 
 Std. Dev. 5.505185 119.8149 6.211141 16.0493 
Skewness 5.675276 5.15378 3.259725 7.97314 
 Kurtosis 47.2159 32.65013 16.73308 102.193 
     
Jarque-Bera 29695.3 14041.6 3293.185 143832 
 Probability 0 0 0 0 
          
 
Table 3 Correlation matrix 
  STR  INDP  AQ  EPS  DPS  CFOPS  BVPS  LOSS  SIZE  GRW  DEBT  SHP1  
STR  1                       
INDP  -0.194 1.000                     
AQ  0.268 -0.213 1.000                   
EPS  0.149 -0.086 0.130 1.000                 
DPS  0.118 -0.125 0.135 0.266 1.000               
CFOPS  0.114 -0.100 0.179 0.464 0.350 1.000             
BVPS  0.189 -0.111 0.150 0.346 0.184 0.434 1.000           
LOSS  -0.020 0.006 -0.024 -0.036 0.001 0.057 0.079 1.000         
SIZE  0.032 0.031 0.028 0.316 0.254 0.432 0.474 0.378 1.000       
GRW  -0.143 0.063 -0.038 0.106 0.029 0.049 0.018 0.124 0.147 1.000     
DEBT  0.015 -0.003 0.025 0.255 0.487 0.295 0.225 0.187 0.475 0.094 1.000   
SHP1  0.210 -0.239 0.148 0.385 0.304 0.492 0.455 0.031 0.380 0.055 0.283 1.000 
 
Table 4 
  Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 
C 30.69 25.9 29.4 
  2.65*** 2.29*** 2.58*** 
EPS 2.86 2.07 2.77 
  4.30*** 3.14*** 4.15*** 
BVPS 0.92 0.69 0.914 
  3.77*** 2.9*** 3.75*** 
CFOPS 2.85   
  4.19***   
DPS 0.05 
  1.38 
Adj R2 0.532 0.567 0.533 
    
F-stat 130.6 111.05 98.7 
p-value 0 0 0 
    
D-W 1.86 1.84 1.86 
***, **, and * denote statistical significance at 1%, 5% and 10 levels respectively 
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Table 5 
  Model 4 Model 5 Model 6 
C 32.12 27.27 31.17 
  (2.11)** 2.50*** (2.06)** 
EPS 2.06 1.84 2.55 
  -1.02 (2.79)*** -1.26 
BVPS 0.85 0.63 0.85 
  -1.81 (2.65)*** -1.8 
CFOPS 2.78   
  (4.80)***   
DPS 0.03 
  -0.54 
STR 7.11 10.7 7.43 
  -1.08 -1.17 -1.12 
INDP  -17.9 -16.2 -17.31 
  (-1.72) (6.30)*** -1.65 
AQ 30.96 25.67 29.29 
  (2.25)** -17.7 (2.15)** 
Adj R2 0.54 0.57 0.54 
F-stat 69.16 66.7 59.4 
p-value 0 0 0 
D-W 1.88 1.86 1.88 
***, **, and * denote statistical significance at 1%, 5% and 10 levels respectively 
 
Table 6 
  Model 7 Model 8 Model 9 
  Coefficient  t-stat coefficient  t-stat coefficient  t-stat 
Constant 23.3 -1.87 21.7 -1.67 23.4 (1.95)** 
EPS 1.9 -1.68 1.2 -1.12 2.05 -1.7 
BVPS 0.93 (1.98)** 0.71 -1.53 0.89 (1.92)** 
CFOPS 2.25 (1.53)**   
DPS 0.08 -1.32 
STR -10.31 (-1.22) -7.22 (-0.85) -8.63 (-1.02) 
INDP 7.17 -0.98 7.31 -1.04 4.97 -0.75 
AQ 38.7 (2.16)** 46.1 (2.44)** 36.4 (2.02)** 
EPS*STR -3.23 (-1.1) -2.54 (-0.75) -4.26 (-1.43) 
EPS*INDP -4.37 (-1.68) -2.34 (-1.24) -4.96 (-1.73) 
EPS*AQ 12.6 (1.84)** 9.91 -1.54 12.5 (1.94)** 
BVPS*STR 3.02 (2.64)*** 2.68 (2.31)** 3 (2.66)*** 
BVPS*INDP -1.13 (-1.40) -1.09 (-1.24) -1.31 (-1.41) 
BVPS*AQ -3.4 (-1.24) -1.58 (-0.44) -3.43 (-1.29) 
CFOPS*STR 0.5 -0.4   
CFOPS*INDP -1.44 (-1.14)   
CFOPS*AQ -5.98 (-1.42)   
DPS*STR 0.02 -0.01 
DPS*INDP 0.13 -1.16 
DPS*AQ -0.11 (-0.39) 
Adj R2 0.62 0.63 0.63   
F-stat 48.02 38.1 36.6   
p-value 0 0 0   
D-W 2   1.96   2.02   
***, **, and * denote statistical significance at 1%, 5% and 10 levels respectively 
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Table 7 
  Model 10 Model 11 Model 12 
Constant  23.60  Constant  19.55  Constant  35.90  
  (1.83) (1.04) (1.34) 
EPS -1.16 EPS 3.62  EPS 5.81  
  (0.54) (1.19) (1.32) 
BVPS 0.89  BVPS 1.06  BVPS 0.98  
  (0.94) (0.73) (0.67) 
LOSS -11.80 CFOPS -1.83 DPS -0.02 
  (-2.32)** (-0.63) (-0.55) 
SIZE 0.45  LOSS -16.30 LOSS -11.18 
  (0.28) (-1.51) (-1.39) 
GRW -0.04 SIZE 1.41  SIZE -0.58 
  (-4.5)** (0.75) (-0.34) 
DEBT -41.80 GRW -0.06 GRW (0.04) 
  (-7.4)*** (-1.04) (-1.19) 
EPS*LOSS (2.52) DEBT -52.40 DEBT -56.45 
  (-1.97)** (-1.61) (-1.61) 
EPS*SIZE 0.01  EPS*LOSS -3.27 EPS*LOSS -2.87 
  (0.04) (-1.51) (-1.52) 
EPS*GRW (0.0017) EPS*SIZE -0.48 EPS*SIZE -0.76 
  (-0.13) (-1.21) (-1.37) 
EPS*DEBT 1.97  EPS*GRW -0.0015 EPS*GRW 0.00  
  (3.34)*** (-1.09) (0.79) 
BVPS*LOSS 0.59  EPS*DEBT -0.58 EPS*DEBT -0.71 
  (0.74) (-0.76) (-0.68) 
BVPS*SIZE (0.23) BVPS*LOSS 0.94  BVPS*LOSS 0.48  
  (-1.99)** (1.14) (0.69) 
BVPS*GRW 0.94  BVPS*SIZE -0.22 BVPS*SIZE -0.21 
  (51.27)*** (-1.07) (-1.08) 
BVPS*DEBT 1.68  BVPS*GRW 0.91  BVPS*GRW 0.88  
  (2.87)*** (14.5)*** (10.07)*** 
  BVPS*DEBT 1.14  BVPS*DEBT 1.20  
  (1.24) (1.24) 
  CFOPS*LOSS 1.32  DPS*LOSS 0.52  
  (0.71) (1.24) 
  CFOPS*SIZE 0.03  DPS*SIZE -0.005 
  (0.07) (-0.66) 
  CFOPS*GRW 0.02  DPS*GRW 0.0012  
  (1.18) (1.52) 
  CFOPS*DEBT 3.29  DPS*DEBT 0.05  
  (1.50) (1.15) 
Adj R2 0.94 0.94  0.94  
F-stat 368.2 285.7 282.10  
DW 1.82   2.09   2.07  
***, **, and * denote statistical significance at 1%, 5% and 10 levels respectively 
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Table 8 
Model 13 Model 14 Model 15 
Variable Coefficient t-stat Variable Coefficient t-stat Variable Coefficient t-stat 
C 30.85 1.32 C 24.62 1.32 C 33.03 1.37 
EPS -7.80 -1.27 EPS -0.39 -0.13 EPS 4.41 1.08 
BVPS 1.54 1.06 BVPS 2.13 1.26 BVPS 1.48 1.08 
STR -2.01 -0.86 CFOPS -2.45 -0.90 DPS 0.02 0.44 
INDP 0.13 0.07 STR -4.11 -1.52 STR -1.96 -0.77 
AQ 3.41 0.57 INDP 0.32 0.17 INDP -1.40 -0.67 
EPS*STR 1.13 0.71 AQ 1.61 0.31 AQ 3.19 0.53 
EPS*INDP -2.41 -1.37 EPS*STR 0.14 0.10 EPS*STR -1.59 -0.79 
EPS*AQ 1.26 0.54 EPS*INDP -2.02 -1.48 EPS*INDP -0.94 -1.07 
BVPS*STR 0.43 1.30 EPS*AQ -0.92 -0.40 EPS*AQ -0.55 -0.28 
BVPS*INDP 0.08 0.43 BVPS*STR 0.64 1.57 BVPS*STR 0.77 1.61 
BVPS*AQ -0.33 -0.58 BVPS*INDP 0.08 0.41 BVPS*INDP -0.09 -0.53 
LOSS -12.70 -1.35 BVPS*AQ 0.63 0.99 BVPS*AQ -0.14 -0.26 
SIZE -0.56 -0.42 CFOPS*STR 0.06 0.25 DPS*STR -0.03 -0.98 
GRW -0.04 -1.15 CFOPS*INDP 0.03 0.12 DPS*INDP 0.03 1.41 
DEBT -47.87 -1.51 CFOPS*AQ -1.36 -1.20 DPS*AQ 0.03 0.83 
EPS*LOSS -3.44 -1.23 LOSS -15.81 -1.58 LOSS -10.94 -1.37 
EPS*SIZE 0.95 1.21 SIZE 0.51 0.40 SIZE -0.50 -0.35 
EPS*GRW 0.00 -1.29 GRW -0.07 -1.10 GRW -0.04 -1.20 
EPS*DEBT 2.92 1.47 DEBT -51.87 1.68* DEBT -52.68 -1.64 
BVPS*LOSS 0.74 0.91 EPS*LOSS -4.89 -1.47 EPS*LOSS -3.61 -1.41 
BVPS*SIZE -0.31 -1.29 EPS*SIZE 0.14 0.37 EPS*SIZE -0.53 -1.06 
BVPS*GRW 0.88 9.91*** EPS*GRW 0.00 -1.64 EPS*GRW 0.00 -0.20 
BVPS*DEBT 1.42 1.24 EPS*DEBT 0.10 0.14 EPS*DEBT -0.02 -0.02 
  BVPS*LOSS 1.08 1.28 BVPS*LOSS 0.42 0.60 
  BVPS*SIZE -0.32 -1.37 BVPS*SIZE -0.24 -1.28 
  BVPS*GRW 0.87 9.96*** BVPS*GRW 0.84 7.85*** 
  BVPS*DEBT 0.29 0.38 BVPS*DEBT 0.61 0.78 
  CFOPS*LOSS 1.32 0.67 DPS*LOSS 0.83 1.38 
  CFOPS*SIZE 0.11 0.37 DPS*SIZE -0.01 -1.04 
  CFOPS*GRW 0.02 1.26 DPS*GRW 0.00 1.74 
  CFOPS*DEBT 3.55 1.63* DPS*DEBT 0.05 1.67 
Adj R2 0.94 0.95 0.95   
F-stat 211 184 177   
DW 2.06     2.11     2.07   
***, **, and * denote statistical significance at 1%, 5% and 10 levels respectively 
 
 
 
 
 
